Joe Bustillos 

ED 508, sec. 01, Language Arts 
Reader Response 

September 21, 1993 


TEXT 


Seletsky, "My Name is Alice." 

"Part of the learning 
process is to be conscious of 
all this, to figure out what 
the useful parts are and how 
they fit together so we can 
make some sensible 
interpretations of the world. 
Though there are many 
commonalities, each child puts 
ideas together in a different 
way and thinks the world 
differently from his or her 
neighbor. One of my purposes 
as a teacher is to help 
children aware of this, to 
give them the tools to 
articulate the "world-in-the- 
head" and share it with 
other." 


RESPONSE 


I was expecting something 
darker after Seletsky began 
her article by describing how 
her parents came up with her 
name, which is not the name 
listed on the by-line, and 
then followed up with the 
ominous line: 

"There are moments just 
before the start of school 
when I wish the children 
didn't have to show up" 


What followed was more of 
a matter-of-fact confession by 
a teacher who vacillates 
between the perfect lesson 
plans she has in mind and the 
myriad of directions her 
student invariably want to go. 
It's a little dark (full of an 
"T wish . * kind, of 
feeling) but hopeful. 


Food Lension. 


Joe Bustillos 

ED 508, sec. 01, Language Arts 
Reader Response 

October 4, 1993 


TEXT 


Lazear, David. Teaching for 
Multiple Intelligences, p. 9 


"The good news is that 
each of us has all of these 
intelligences (and probably 
more), but not all of them are 
developed equally and thus we 
do not use them effectively. 
Im tact, 2t is usvally the 
case that one or two 
intelligences are stronger and 
more fully developed than the 
others. But this need not be 
a permanent condition. We 
have within ourselves the 
capacity to activate all of 
our intelligences. In so 
doing, extending worlds of 
sensing, feeling, and knowing 
are opened to us!" 
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RESPONSE 
My initial reaction to 
Lazear's pamphlet is that it 
sounds a bit like some of the 
self-actualizing stuff from 
the "60s and '70s. It is 
incredibly self-affirming but 
fails to address one aspect of 
this observation. 

A fellow CSUF-graduate 
complained to me that he had 
foolishly believed the line 
that "he could do or be 
anything" but felt ill 
prepared to actually do 
anything. What I mean n by this 
example is that recognizing 
and fostering the development 
of multi-modal intelligences 
is great but we cannot afford 
to ignore the emotional shock 
our students will encounter 
when they interact with a 
world that is largely uni- or 
bi-modal. 

It would seem that prior 
"teaching strategies" (from my 
parent's generation) involved 
a "you can't do that" approach 
to education. Education 
(which was often synonymous 
with "Discipline") was a 
Students 

were herded through the 
process like cattle going from 
the open plain through a 
narrow gate. Educators were 
said to be preparing their 
students for the "harsh 
realities of the Real World." 
I sure as hell don't believe 
in this "Education by Death- 
March" philosophy but there 
is also an emotional 
consequence of affirming 
multi-intelligences. Right 
now I'm not quite sure how to 
balance this. 


